ATE
o
-

|l

o

o

1

RDS0 = 1.5 PPM

95%C.L=11-2.0
RDS50 = 7.65 PFM

95% CL = 546 - 10712

% DECREASE IN RESPIRATORY RATE
s
T

% DECREASE IN RESPIRATORY R

1 L ool 1 [ 1
o 1.0

CORCENTRATION OF PROPYLEHE -FFPM

Lol | L1
5

CONCENTRATION OF 1,3-BUTADIENE - PPM

T — 1 T T T1T11] i i1l T S L T LI

°
-
1

a0

40—

RD50 = 10.7 PFM
95% C.L.= 639 -17.8

7, DECREASE IN RESPIRATORY RATE

RD50 = 7.78 PPM

95% C.L = 5.03 -12.0 20—

% DECREASE IN RESPIRATORY RATE
s
T

L)
=
1

|

1 L ool 1 [
] b el ! [ 0 10
10 10 CONCENTRATION OF CI5-2-BUTENE - PPM
CONCENTRATION OF 1-BUTENE - PPM
T T T
! ' lllil1 ’ I IR 1 T 1T 110110 /1 1
= so} - a4 L= -]
< -
[ <
> L]
-
0 =
; g 13-BUTADIENE |
“ -
: 40 — : | — -
z -
. -
2 z _
S - i/
g - 1-BUTENE+/ T
S 5 RD50 = 14.9 PPM 2 '
A 95% CL = 147 -150 s Cis-2-BUTEME -
o
a
| ] oyl | L Lot rarnld g e 11l
10 10 o1 10 100
CONCENTRATION OF ETHYLENE - PPM HYDROCARBON COMCEMTRATION — PPM

Fig. 5. Dose-response curve for each of the hydrocarbons tested.
Each ppmt represents the maximum percent decrease in respira-
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